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UNITED STATES COURT OF FEDERAL CLAIMS

FOR THE TENTH CIRCUIT

Ayinde Mohn, et. al. (Beneficiary, Trustee),
Plaintiff,

VS.

United States (Fiduciary, District Attorney,
Secretary of Interior, and agents in their
official capacity, et. al.), Cherokee Nation
of Oklahoma,

Defendants

21-922 C

Case No.:

MANDAMUS IS THE PROPER REMEDY
FOR THE RIGHT TO LEGAL
REPRESENTATION FROM THE U.S.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY AND TO SUE
FOR INDIVIDUAL INDIAN RESTRICTED
FUNDS ALREADY EXISTING




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

277

Case 1:21-cv-00922-EHM Document 1 Filed 02/12/21 Page 2 of 73

OPENING STATEMENT

Luke 18:1-8

New King James Version

The Parable of the Persistent Widow

(18) Then He spoke a parable to them, that men always ought to pray
and not lose heart, (2) saying: “There was in a certain city a judge
who did not fear God nor regard man. (3) Now there was a widow in
that city; and she came to him, saying, ‘Get justice for me from my
adversary.’ (4) And he would not for a while; but afterward he said
within himself, ‘Though | do not fear God nor regard man, (5) yet
because this widow troubles me | will avenge her, lest by her
continual coming she weary me.”

(6) Then the Lord said, “Hear what the unjust judge said. (7) And
shall God not avenge His own elect who cry out day and night to
Him, though He bears long with them? (8) I tell you that He will

avenge them speedily.”

F. Right to Sue. An Indian has the same right as anyone else to be
represented by counsel of his own selection, who may not be

subordinated to counsel appointed by the court. As an additional
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protection, the United States district attorney has the duty to

represent him in all suits at law or in equity."

' Fred A Seaton, Secretary. OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR. Elmer F.
Bennett, Solicitor. (2008) FEDERAL INDIAN LAW. Clark, New Jersey. THE LAWBOOK
EXCHANGE, LTD. Originally published: Washington: U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1958.
“United States Department of Interior, Fred A. Seaton, Secretary. Office of the Solicitor.
Elmer F. Bennett, Solicitor.” Page. 541. Act of March 3, 1893, (27 Stat. 612, 631),
To enable the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, to pay the legal costs
incurred by Indians in contests initiated by or against them, to any entry, filing, or
other claims, under the laws of Congress relating to public lands, for any
sufficient cause affecting the legality or validity of the entry, filing or claim, five
thousand dollars: Provided, That the fees to be paid by and on behalf of the
Indian party in any case shall be one-half of the fees provided by law in such
cases, and said fees shall be paid by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, on an account stated by the proper land
officers through the Commissioner of the General Land Office. In all States and
Territories where there are reservations or allotted Indians the United States
District Attorney shall represent them in all suits at law and in equity. * * * 25
U.S.C. 175, 178, * * * In all States and Territories where there are reservations or

allotted Indians the United States attorney shall represent them in all suits at law
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As a practical matter, the Indians have frequently been at a decided
disadvantage in safeguarding their legal rights.

The courts were often at such a distance that the Indians could not
avail themselves of their rights to sue.? Their ignorance of the
language, customs, usages, rules law, and forms of procedure of the
white man, the disparities of race, the animosities caused by
hostilities, are said to have deprived them at times of a fair trial by
jury. In order to minimize the foregoing disadvantages a number of
statutes have been enacted, establishing a separate administrative
procedure to safeguard the rights of the Indians. One of the most

important laws of this nature is the act of June 25, 1910.3

and in equity. * * * (Mar. 3, 1893, ch. 209, § 1, 27 Stat. 631; June 25, 1948, ch. 646,
§ 1, 62 Stat. 909.)

2 Ibid. Page 541. Abel, vol. 1, op. cit., p. 23, footnote 14. Toward the
close of the 19t century, many writers criticized the Government for not giving
the Indians courts for the redress of their wrongs, especially the arbitrary action
of administrators.

3 Ibid. Page 543. 36 Stat. 855, amended March 3, 1928, 45 Stat. 161, April
30, 1934, 48 Stat. 647, 25 U.S.C. 372, discussed in Hallowell v. Commons, 239 U.S.
506 (1916), affg 210 Fed. 793 (1914); United States v. Arenas (1951), 95 F. Supp. 962-

964.
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Therefore, according to the Act of March 3, 1893, (27 Stat. 612, 631), 25 U.S.C.
175, 178, the act of Congress approved June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 855), amended March
3, 1928, (45 Stat. 161), April 30, 1934, (48 Stat. 647), and 25 U.S.C. 372,* comes now
plaintiff Mohn seeking a “Writ of Mandamus,” or any other way which the court may see
fit, to require the District Attorney of the United States to perform a ministerial duty owed

to plaintiff Mohn; to represent him in all suits at law or in equity.

4 *** Ascertainment of heirs of deceased allottees; settlement of
estates; sale of lands; deposit of Indian moneys. When any Indian to whom an
allotment of land has been made, or may hereafter be made, dies before the
expiration of the trust period and before the issuance of a fee simple patent,
without having made a will disposing of said allotment as hereinafter provided,
the Secretary of the Interior, upon notice and hearing, under the Indian Land
Consolidation Act [25 U.S.C. 2201 et seq.] or a tribal probate code approved
under such Act and pursuant to such rules as he may prescribe, shall ascertain
the legal heirs of such decedent, and his decisions shall be subject to judicial
review to the same extent as determinations rendered under section 373 of this
title. If the Secretary of the Interior decides the heir or heirs of such decedent
competent to manage their own affairs, he shall issue to such heir or heirs a

patent in fee for the allotment of such decedent. * * *
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Additionally, according to Section 2 of the Jurisdictional Act of October 1, 1890

(26 Stat. at L. 636, chap. 1249),°> comes now plaintiff Mohn seeking a “Writ of

5 Jurisdictional Act of Congress approved October 1, 1890 (26 Stat. at L.
636, chap. 1249). * * * Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That full jurisdiction is
hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims, subject to an appeal to the Supreme
Court of the United States as in other cases, to hear and determine what are the
just rights in law, or in equity of the Shawnee and Delaware Indians, who are
settled and incorporated into the Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory, east of
ninety-six degrees west longitude, under the provisions of the article fifteen of
the treaty of July nineteenth, eighteen hundred and sixty-six, made by and
between the United States and the Cherokee Nation and articles of agreement
made by and between the Cherokee Nation and the Shawnee Indians...approved
by the President June ninth, eighteen hundred and sixty-nine, and articles of
agreement made with the Delaware Indians, April eighth, eighteen hundred and
sixty-seven; and also of the Cherokee freedmen, who are settled and located in
the Cherokee Nation under the provisions and stipulation of article nine of the
aforesaid treaty of eighteen hundred and sixty-six in respect to the subject-matter
herein provided for. SEC. 2. That the said Shawnees, Delawares, and freedmen
shall have a right, either separately or jointly, to begin and prosecute a suit or

suits against the Cherokee Nation and the United States Government to recover
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from the Cherokee Nation all moneys due either in law or equity and unpaid to the
said Shawnees, Delawares, or freedmen, which the Cherokee Nation have before
paid wit, or may hereafter pay, per capita, in the Cherokee Nation, and which was,
or may be, refused to or neglected to be paid to the said Shawnees, Delawares, or
freedmen by the Cherokee Nation, out of any money or funds which have been, or
may be, paid into the treasury of, or in any way have come, or may come, into the
possession of the Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory, derived from the sale,
leasing, or rent for grazing purposes on Cherokee lands west of ninety six
degrees west longitude, and which have been , or may be, appropriated and
directed to be paid out per capita by the acts passed by the Cherokee council,
and for all moneys, lands, and rights which shall appear to be due to the said
Shawnees, Delawares, or freedmen under the provisions of the aforesaid articles
of the treaty and articles of agreement...and all judgments for any sum or sums of
money which may be ordered or decreed by such court in favor of the Shawnees,

Delawares, or freedmen , and against the Cherokee Nation, shall be enforced by

the said court or courts against the said Cherokee Nation by execution,

mandamus, or in any other way which the court may see fit...The right of appeal,

jurisdiction of the court, process, procedure, and proceedings in the suit here
provided for shall be as provided for in sections one, two, and three of this act.

Approved, October 1, 1890. (26 Stat. L., p. 636.). * * *
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Mandamus,” or any other way which the court may see fit, to begin separately to
prosecute a suit against the Cherokee Nation and the United States Government to

recover from the Cherokee Nation all individual Indian funds of the Reese family

trust of 488 acres of the Restricted lands in the Cherokee Nation territory of

Oklahoma, in the amount of $100,000,000.00 (one hundred million dollars), due

either in equity and unpaid to plaintiff Mohn which the Cherokee Nation have before
paid wit, or may hereafter pay, per capita, in the Cherokee Nation, and which was, or
may be, refused to or neglected to be paid to plaintiff Mohn, out of any money or funds
which have been, or may be, paid into the Treasury of, or in any way have come, or
may come, into the possession of the Cherokee Nation Indian Territory, derived from
the sale, leasing, or rent for grazing purposes, oil and gas leases and mortgages, right-
of-way for telephones, pipelines, etc., acquisition of lands by railways for materials and
reservoirs, sale of timber, burnt timber, agency tracts, etc., mining lease of agency
reserves, agricultural entries on surplus coal lands, and water power license rentals, on
Cherokee Restricted lands, consisting of 488 of Restricted homestead acres (See
Exhibit B) allotted by the DOI to the Reese family trust (1902—1906), and which have
been, or may be, appropriated and directed to be paid out per capita by the acts passed
by the Cherokee council, and for all moneys, lands, and rights which appear to be due
plaintiff Mohn under the provisions of the 1880 Authenticated Cherokee Nation Final
Roll, federally recognized by: a) Section 21 of the Curtis Act of June 28, 1898 (30 Stat.
498, 502); b) Section 27 of the Act of July 1, 1902 (c. 1375, 32 Stat. 716, 720); c)

Decree of the Court of Claims rendered February 3, 1896 (Section 1070 of the Revised
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Statutes; d) 28 U.S.C. § 1505 (1949); e) Fifth Amendment (1789 (rev. 1992)). Equality
before the law is such an essential part of the American system of government that,
when a majority, whether acting intentionally or unintentionally, infringes upon the rights
of a minority, the Court may see fit to hear both sides of the controversy in court.
Citizenship alone constituted the right which entitled plaintiff Mohn to
share in the DOI’s allotments of 488 acres of Restricted homestead lands to the
Reese estate trust, which is the property of the Cherokee Nation. The restrictions of
alienation of land express a public policy designed to protect improvident people. In
adopting the restrictions, Congress was not imposing restraints on a class of
persons who were sui juris, but on Indians who were being conducted from a
state of dependent wardship to one of full emancipation and needed to be
safeguarded against their own improvidence during the period of transition. “The
purpose of the restrictions was to give the needed protection.”® As part of its
supervision of alienation of individual lands, Congress has provided for the disposition

and inheritance, by descent or devise, of trust and restricted lands, and the exercise of

6 Fred A Seaton, Secretary. OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR. Elmer F.
Bennett, Solicitor. (2008) FEDERAL INDIAN LAW. Clark, New Jersey. THE LAWBOOK
EXCHANGE, LTD. Originally published: Washington: U.S. Govt. Print. Off., 1958.
“United States Department of Interior, Fred A. Seaton, Secretary. Office of the Solicitor.
Elmer F. Bennett, Solicitor.” Pages. 464—465. Smith v. McCullough, 270 U.S. 456

(1926).
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this power has been sustained. “Congress has also vested jurisdiction in the county
courts over probate proceedings of such property.” Lone Wolf v. Hitchcock, 187 U.S.
553 (1903). * * * The act of May 27, 1908, together with the 1906 act, and the acts of
April 12, 1926, May 10, 1928, May 24, 1928, January 27, 1933, July 2, 1945, August
4, 1947, and act of August 11, 1955, are the principle statutes defining or
removing restrictions, and the corresponding tax exemptions, with reference to
the property of the Five Civilized Tribes. By the act of May 10, 1928, restrictions
on alienation of allotments of allottes of halfblood or more were extended until
April 26, 1956. The act of August 11, 1955 (69 Stat. 666) further extended the
period of restrictions for the lives of the Indians then owning the restricted lands.’
Exercise by Congress of its plenary power in Indian affairs to enact curative
measures may be illustrated by reference to United States v. Hellard (322 U.S.
363(1944)). The Supreme Court had held that the appearance and participation of
a United States probate attorney in a State proceeding for the partitioning of
restricted land did not make the judgment of the Court binding on the United
States. Congress passed a corrective act of July 2, 1945 (59 Stat. 313, 25 U.S.C.
355 note.), which stated that in section 3 that no order, judgment, or decree in
partition made subsequent to the effective date of the act of June 14, 1918, and
prior to July 2, 1945 (59 Stat. 313, 25 U.S.C. 355 note.), involving inherited

restricted lands of members of the Five Civilized Tribes should be void or invalid

" |bid. Pages 1014—1016.

10
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because the United States was not a party or because it had not been properly

served. * **8

2. Restricted Meanings a. Inability to Alienate Land. —Perhaps the
most frequent special use of the term “incompetency” is to describe
the status of an Indian incapable of alienating some or all of his real
property. Such an Indian may be competent in the ordinary legal

sense. An outstanding example is Charles Curtis, who, though he

became Senator and Vice President of the United States, remained

all his life an incompetent Indian, incapable of disposing of his trust

property by deed or devise, without securing the approval of the

Secretary of Interior.®

Therefore, this “incompetency” doctrine clearly defeats the United States’
contention that the Reese family could have sold their Restricted land trust whenever
they wanted to whomever they wanted. On the contrary, the Reese family could not
have sold any of their Restricted land without the approval of the Secretary of Interior.
Additionally, the State of Oklahoma cannot successfully prosecute a tax lien on
Restricted property due to non-payment of taxes, because this type of unwarranted

action is a violation of the Fifth Amendment.

8 |bid. Page 1029.

9 |bid. Page 553.

11
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b. Remedies. —Where the determination of membership in a tribe is
left to the Secretary of Interior, his decision is final and cannot be

controlled by mandamus unless his act is arbitrary and in excess of

the authority conferred upon him by Congress."?

d. Individual Funds. —The power of Congress over individual funds
is an outgrowth of its control over restricted lands and the same

general principles are applicable to both."!

The “Rule of Law” is a principle under which all persons, institutions, and entities
are accountable to laws that are publicly promulgated, equally enforced, independently
adjudicated, and consistent with international human rights principles. “We have no
officers in this government,” the Supreme Court said, in the case of The Floyd
Acceptances (7 Wall. 666, 676—677 (1868)), “from the President down to the most
subordinate agent, who does not hold office under the law, with prescribed duties

and limited authority.”'? This Court plays an integral role in maintaining the rule of law,

10 Ibid. Page 91.
" Ibid. Page 43. Butler v. Denton, 57 F. Supp. 653 (1944) ; affd 150 F. 2d
687 (1945).

12 Ibid. Page 47.

12
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particularly when hearing the grievances voiced by the direct descendants of full-blood
Native Americans who are continuously deprived of their citizenship birthrights and

Restricted lands.

13
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A TALE OF TWO LETTERS: DESCENDANTS OF INTERMARRIED WHITES VS.
FULL-BLOOD NATIVE CHEROKEES

What is good for the “White Goose” is especially good for the “Full-blood”
gander. In other words, the 1903 letter submitted to this Court by the U.S. Dept. of

Interior (“DOI”) in support of the direct descendants of intermarried whites being

enrolled as citizens of the Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma, most definitely should be

applied to the direct descendants of full-blood Native Cherokees. This commonsense

principle is according to the rule of law and a network of congressional acts and decrees
of the U.S. Supreme Court and this Court, designed to protect the citizenship birthrights
of full-blood Native Cherokees, forevermore.

Comparing the 1903 DOI letter in support of intermarried whites becoming
federally recognized citizens of the Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma, as opposed to
plaintiff Mohn’s official DOI certificate of degree of Indian Blood ("CDIB”) denial
correspondence (2013—2014), the evidence submitted was clearly not the same
false statements found in Plaintiff Mohn’s correspondence, designed to deceive,
and degrade the direct lineal descendants of full-blood Native Cherokees like
himself. Consequently, plaintiff Mohn has continued to be miseducated, confused, and
deprived by the DOI of his citizenship birthrights and Restricted land trust, into
perpetuity. Furthermore, judging by what has been falsely stated by the DOI and the
United States in their defense motions, they will more than likely continue the unlawful
enforcement of the degradation of full-blood Native Cherokees to Cherokee Freedmen

and the overthrowing of the judicial supervision of this Court. Clearly, these unwarranted

14
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actions by the DOI are an endless enforcement of Federal Institutional Racism against
plaintiff Mohn, thereby purposely miseducating, deceiving, and bewildering full-blood
Native Cherokee descendants, like himself, into perpetuity.

Plaintiff Mohn avers he was manipulated for several years into believing the
fallacy that the Dawes Commission was a Tribunal with judicial authority, which caused
the delay of the prosecution of this lawsuit with the correct Federal Indian provisions
identified in this case. Since the DOI has continued its policy of Federal Institutional
Racism against plaintiff Mohn to deceive and subsequently deprive him of his full-blood
Native Cherokee citizenship birthrights and Restricted land trust, he was forced to
contract the expensive paralegal services of Curia Documents Solutions LLC of Florida,
in order to prepare a successful prosecution of this suit. Therefore, the six-year statute
of limitation for Plaintiff Mohn’s CDIB denial must be suspended, because Plaintiff Mohn
has clearly exposed the heinous crimes and breach of trust by the fiduciary of his trust
that have “concealed its acts,” which resulted in Plaintiff Mohn “being made unaware of
their existence.” Rosales v. United States, 89 Fed. CI. 565, 578 (2009). Instead of the
fiduciary of his trust performing their sworn duty to the constitution as administrative
officers doing administrative work, educating Plaintiff Mohn on how to defend his special
Indian Civil rights already existing, he was repeatedly deceived and degraded to a
Cherokee Freedmen, despite never being a Cherokee African slave to begin with,
subsequently, delaying the Federal Indian prosecution of his suit.

Plaintiff Mohn declares that if not for the DOI deceiving himself and the former

beneficiaries of the Reese family Restricted land estate, he would have never filed his

15
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former suits, but only this suit. In other words, he would have only identified his

personal injury under Federal Indian provisions of law, instead of mistakenly

filing a class action suit as a pro se litigant, identifying the False Claims Act and
defending the non-Indian rights of only his great-grandparents and not himself
(Mohn v. United States case no. 17-002, U.S. Court of Appeals, defined as the “Heir
Theory”). Moreover, due to plaintiff Mohn’s lack of legal experience as a pro se litigant,
mistakes were made in his former suits implying he was the direct descendant of
several other Cherokee families. After further investigation, Plaintiff Mohn declares he is
only the direct lineal descendant of the Reese family estate and was simply publishing
these other victims in Federal court in hopes that their family members would one day
come forward. As a result, the Oklahoma Federal district court ruled in favor of
dismissal in 2015—16, stating that plaintiff Mohn “could not file a class action suit as a
non-attorney.” Furthermore, plaintiff Mohn never identified any provisions of Federal
Indian law in any of his former cases that he has repeatedly identified in this suit.
Unlike his former cases, (except for Case no. 20-771-C Mohn v. United
States (2020)), plaintiff Mohn declares this suit is prosecuted against the United

States as the fiduciary of his trust, by him as an Indian beneficiary of full-blood

Native Cherokee citizenship birthrights and a Restricted land trust for the

execution of that trust. However, unlike Case no. 20-771-C, this suit is not for a
mandamus to cancel the unlawful conveyance of his individual Indian Restricted
lands, but a mandamus, or in any way which this Court may see fit, to recover his

individual Indian funds, derived from the unlawful conveyance of his Restricted

16
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lands, without the approval of the Secretary of Interior, which was a clear
violation of a network of federal statutes and the rule of law. Therefore, plaintiff
Mohn prays for a proper remedy of mandamus, or in any way which this Court

may see fit, to redress his personal injury from the loss of his individual Indian

funds derived from his Restricted land trust equity—488 acres of Restricted lands

in the Cherokee Nation territory of the State of Oklahoma. According to Federal law,
this Court has the undisputed power not only to decree the payment of money from the
Treasury, which necessarily involves the power to carry out the decrees of this Court for
that purpose, but as provided by section 1070 of the Revised Statutes, may exercise

such powers as are necessary to carry into effect the power granted to it by law.

12. Administrative Power—Individual Funds

Administrative power over the funds of individual Indians, as in the
case of funds belonging to Indian tribes, is derived from express
statutory provision in some instances and is implied on occasion
from administrative powers exercised over the alienation, leasing, or

other disposition of interest in restricted land. The usual sources of

individual funds are the individualization of tribal funds and the

proceeds, including income, from restricted land. The

individualization of tribal funds may occur through the segregation

17
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of funds in the United States Treasury or the per capita payment of

annuities or other tribal moneys. "3

13. Administrative Power—Membership
a. Authority Over Enrollment— At various times Congress has
granted to the Department of the Interior sweeping power to

determine tribal membership. On other occasions it has directed the

Secretary of Interior to prepare a roll of a tribe with the advice and

consent of the tribal council.'4

13 Ibid. Pages 86—87. 25 C.F.R. 221.1 et seq. and 222.1 et seq. Sec. 2 of
the act of January 27, 1933, 47 Stat. 777, authorized the Secretary to permit, ***in his
discretion and subject to his approval, any Indian of the Five Civilized Tribes, over the
age of twenty-one years, having restricted funds or other property subject to the
supervision of the Secretary of Interior, to create and establish, out of the restricted
funds or other property, trusts for the benefits of such Indian, his heirs, or other
beneficiaries designated by him, such trusts to be created by contracts or agreements
by and between the Indian and incorporated trust companies or such banks as may be
authorized by law to act as fiduciaries or trustees.***

'4 |bid. Page 89. Act of August 9, 1946, 60 Stat. 968, 25 U.S.C. 601 et

seq., Yakima tribes.

18
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“The Secretary of the Interior, who has been described by a Solicitor of his
Department as ‘guardian of all Indian interests, ' acts on behalf of the President in the
administration of Indian affairs. Nevertheless, in his dealings with Indians, he does not
have despotic power, but is subject to legislative restrictions. Nor should the Secretary
abdicate or unlawfully transfer his authority.”'® According to Section 21 of the Curtis Act
approved June 28, 1898 (30 Stat. 498, 502), ** * That in making rolls of citizenship
of the several tribes, as required by law, the Commission to the Five Civilized
Tribes is authorized and directed to take the roll of Cherokee citizens of eighteen
hundred and eighty (not including freedmen) as the only roll intended to be

confirmed by this and preceding Acts of Congress. * * *

In his dealings with the Indians, the Secretary of the Interior does not
have the power of an Asiatic potentate or even of a benevolent
despot. He, like his wards themselves, is subject to legislative
restrictions. When the Commission proceeded in good faith to
determine the matter and to act upon information before it, not
arbitrarily, but according to its best judgment, we think it was the

intention of the act that the matter, upon approval of the Secretary,

15 |bid. Page 52. 42 L.D. 493, 499 (1913). United States v. Arenas, 158 F.
2d 730, 747 (1947).

16 |bid. Page 52. 62 1.D. 284.

19
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should be finally concluded and the rights of the parties forever
settled, subject to such attacks as could successfully be made upon

judgments of this character for fraud or mistake. * * *17

During the periods when the Federal policy was designed to
integrate the Indian and curtail tribal government, this power was
one of the most important administrative powers, since the sharing
in tribal property usually depended upon being placed upon a roll

prepared by the Department or subject to its approval. Care must be

taken in ascertaining the specific purpose for which a tribal roll was

made under statutory authorization.®

“Determinations of the Dawes Commission were subject to attack for
extrinsic fraud or mistake.” Tiger v. Twin State Oil Co., 48 F 2d 509 (C.C.A. 10, 1931).
Plaintiff Mohn has clearly proven beyond a reasonable doubt that well known bank and
trust land-grabber, turned DOI administrative officer, Thomas Needles, perpetrated
multiple acts of aggravated felony perjury and breach of plaintiff Mohn’s citizenship
birthrights and Restricted land trust, subsequently, depriving plaintiff Mohn of his full-

blood Native Cherokee citizenship birthrights and unlawfully conveying his Restricted

7 Ibid. Page 47.

'8 |bid. Page 89. 58 I.D. 628 and Memo. Sol. I.D., May 17, 1941.
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land trust equity in the district court of Oklahoma, without the approval of the Secretary
of Interior, a violation of Federal law.

In considering the jurisdiction of the Federal courts, it may be observed that
under the constitution and laws of the United States the Federal courts exercise
jurisdiction in two different classes of cases—cases where the jurisdiction depends
upon the character of the parties, and cases where the jurisdiction depends upon the
subject matter of the suit. The distinction between these two classes of cases has been
recognized from the beginning. Thus, in Cohens v. Virginia the Supreme Court of the

United States, speaking through Mr. Justice Marshall, said:

In one description of cases, the jurisdiction of the court is founded
entirely on the character of the parties; and the nature of the
controversy is not contemplated by the constitution—the character

of the parties is everything, the nature of the case nothing."

Taking this proposition as a point of departure we shall consider the subject
briefly, insofar as the Indians are concerned, under the following headings: cases

where individual Indians are plaintiffs, defendants or interveners.

(2) United States as defendant. —The general rule is that the United

States cannot be sued in any court, whether State or Federal, without

19 |bid. Page 326—327.
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its consent. Such consent has been granted with respect to tort

claims which accrued on or after January 1, 1945, and this remedy is

available to individual Indians.?°

We have seen that when the partition of the common property came to be made
among the citizens of the Cherokee Nation per capita, the Dawes Commission was
ordered to make a roll of Cherokees in strict compliance with Section 21 of the Curtis
Act approved June 28, 1898. This direction was supplemented by Section 27 of the act
of July 1, 1902, which provided that “such rolls shall in all other respects be made in
strict compliance with the provisions of section 21 of the act of Congress approved June

28, 1898.” “For example, such power in the form of original jurisdiction has been

vested by Congress in the Federal district courts to hear any civil action involving

the right of an Indian to an allotment of land under any act of Congress.”?!

(5) Individual Indian as party litigant. —As a general rule, an Indian,
irrespective of his citizenship or tribal relations, may sue in any State
court of competent jurisdiction to redress any wrong committed

against his person or property outside the limits of the reservation

20 |bid. Pages 337—338. Hatahley et al. v. United States, 351 U.S. 173,
181 (1956). Cf. Op. Sol. M 34583, January 8, 1947. See also Op. Sol. M. 36110,
December 4, 1951.

21 Ibid. Page 326. United States Constitution, art. lll, sec. 1.
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(United States v. Seneca Nation of New York Indians, 274 Fed. 946,
950 (1921).This being true, the only grounds upon which a Federal
court could take jurisdiction of a suit by an Indian would be either
because of diversity of citizenship between the plaintiff and

defendant or because the cause of action arose under the

Constitution, treaties, or laws of the United States.??

If the 1901 decree by DOI Secretary Hitchcock to the Dawes Commission was a
compliance with the aforementioned statutes of Federal Indian law, the refusal of his
subordinates, administrative officers Thomas Needles (in 1901) and Eddie Streater (in
2014), to allow plaintiff Mohn to participate in his rightfully entitled full-blood Native
Cherokee citizenship birthrights and the individual Indian funds of his Restricted
property, as directed by the U.S. Constitution, is not a strict compliance, nor, for that
matter, a compliance of any kind. Clearly, the United States cannot show just cause for
the continuous degrading actions by the DOI, which have exceeded the ministerial
authority conferred upon the Secretary of Interior by Congress. While the power of
revision and correction, which was granted to the Secretary of Interior, ended
with the closing of the rolls on March 4, 1907, * * * the obligation of Congress to
place upon the tribal roll those members of the tribe who were entitled to be

thereon under the standards as they existed in 1907, did not end with the closing

22 |bid. Pages 341—342.
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of the roll in 1907. Congress was much obligated to * * * members of the tribe who
met those standards as it was to the Choctaws who were on the rolls in 1907, and
** * it had the power to correct the error of omission * * *,”23

Two things decisive in this case have repeatedly been proven by plaintiff
Mohn: First, according to the Curtis Act of June 28, 1898, plaintiff Mohn is the
direct lineal descendant of full-blood Native Cherokees, unlawfully degraded to
Cherokee Freedmen by the DOI, despite never being Cherokee African slaves to
begin with; Second, citizenship alone constitutes the right which entitles plaintiff
Mohn to share in the Restricted property and individual Indian funds of the

Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma.

23 |bid. Page 1005. Choctaw Nation v. United States, 100 F. Supp. 318,

325 (1951), cert. den. 343 U.S. 955 (1952).
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MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT INDIVIDUAL INDIAN RESTRICTED FUNDS

The unlawful conveyances of 488 acres of Restricted lands which this suit was
brought to cancel were allotted to the Reese family, of all whom were members of the
Cherokee tribe of Indians, of the full blood, in severalty. The statute under which the
allotments were made (act of Congress approved July 1, 1902 (c. 1375, 32 Stat. 716,
720), accepted by the Cherokee nation on August 7, 1902, provided that the lands
should be inalienable for a period specified. Sections 11-15 (Id., p. 717). The lands in
question were homesteads. The act of May 27, 1908, together with the 1906 act, and
the acts of April 12, 1926, May 10, 1928, May 24, 1928, January 27, 1933, July 2,
1945, August 4, 1947, and act of August 11, 1955, are the principle statutes
defining or removing restrictions, and the corresponding tax exemptions, with
reference to the property of the Five Civilized Tribes. By the act of May 10, 1928,
restrictions on alienation of allotments of allottes of halfblood or more were
extended until April 26, 1956. The act of August 11, 1955 (69 Stat. 666) further
extended the period of restrictions for the lives of the Indians then owning the

restricted lands.?* Exercise by Congress of its plenary power in Indian affairs to

24 Fred A Seaton, Secretary. OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR. Elmer F.
Bennett, Solicitor. (2008) FEDERAL INDIAN LAW. Clark, New Jersey. THE LAWBOOK
EXCHANGE, LTD. Page 1014—1016. Originally published: Washington: U.S. Govt.

Print. Off., 1958. “United States Department of Interior, Fred A. Seaton, Secretary.
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enact curative measures may be illustrated by reference to United States v.
Hellard (322 U.S. 363(1944)). The Supreme Court had held that the appearance
and participation of a United States probate attorney in a State proceeding for the
partitioning of restricted land did not make the judgment of the Court binding on
the United States. Congress passed a corrective act of July 2, 1945 (59 Stat. 313,
25 U.S.C. 355 note.), which stated that in section 3 that no order, judgment, or
decree in partition made subsequent to the effective date of the act of June 14,
1918, and prior to July 2, 1945 (59 Stat. 313, 25 U.S.C. 355 note.), involving
inherited restricted lands of members of the Five Civilized Tribes should be void
or invalid because the United States was not a party or because it had not been

properly served.?s

L. STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES

1. Whether Plaintiff Mohn is a direct lineal descendant of full-blood
Native Cherokees citizens of the Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma, as

opposed to Cherokee Freedmen, according to the U.S. Constitution?

Office of the Solicitor. EImer F. Bennett, Solicitor.” Pages. 464—465. Smith v.
McCullough, 270 U.S. 456 (1926).

25 |bid. Page 1029.
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2. Whether Congress approved laws to protect the citizenship

birthrights and Restricted lands of full-blood Native Cherokees and

their direct lineal descendants, into perpetuity?

. Whether the jurisdictional act of Congress approved October 1, 1890

(26 Stat. at L. 636, chap. 1249), the decree of the U.S. Court of Federal
Claims rendered February 3, 1896, Sect. 4 of the Act of April 26, 1906
(34 Stat. 137, c. 1876), the All Writs Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1651(a) (1948),
and 28 U.S.C. § 1505 (1949) granted the U.S. Court of Federal Claims
jurisdictional supervision to redress the unwarranted actions

unknowingly approved by the Secretary of Interior?

. Whether a branch of government called the Dawes commission was:

1) a “Tribunal” or administrative officers doing administrative work;
2) a judicial body, or subordinates to the Secretary of Interior;
3) granted judicial authority by Congress, or were their actions a

usurpation of judicial power?

. Whether this court can use res judicata to dismiss pro se Plaintiff

Mohn’s claim, although he has now declared a personal injury of the

loss of his individual Indian funds derived from his Restricted lands

and mandamus is the proper remedy, as opposed to his “heir
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theory” in his former cases, incorrectly filing a class action and the
False Claims act to defend the rights of only his great grandparents,

and not himself?
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A. The 1880 Authenticated Cherokee Nation Final Roll Is Federal Law
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Plaintiff Mohn is a registered member of the federally recognized Cherokee
Nation of Oklahoma. Plaintiff Mohn is the direct lineal descendant of the members of the
Reese family (Jesse Reese, Betsy Reese, James Reese, (Lee) Anderson Reese).
According to Page 165 of the 1880 Authenticated Cherokee Nation Final Roll, the
names of Plaintiff Mohn'’s full-blood Native Cherokee direct lineal ancestors from the
Reese family are identified as follows: (#2437) Jesse Reese, (#2438) Betsy Reese,
(#2440) Jennie [Jimmie] Reese. Under the “Native or Adopted” column and “Race
or Prior Nationality” column, the entire Reese family was confirmed by the
Cherokee Nation as “Native Cherokees” (“N” means Native. “Cher.” means
Cherokee). According to this roll, the Reese family only knew the Cherokee language
and could not read or write English. The original transcript of the 1880 Authenticated
Cherokee Nation Final Roll was used by the Dawes Commission for verification of
citizenship in the Cherokee Nation for purposes of allotment of land in severalty.

It was a notorious fact, however, that one particular roll of certain citizens of the
Cherokee Nation was fraudulent and unfair; that the nation had refused to authenticate
one or more of its own rolls, and that the last roll it had authenticated was the roll of
1880. Therefore, by the subsequent Act of June 7, 1897, (30 Stat. 62), Congress
provided that the words, “rolls of citizenship,” as used in the Act of June 10, 1896 (29
Stat. 321, 339-340), “shall be construed to mean the last authenticated roll of each tribe,
which have been approved by the council of the nation.” In 1880, the Cherokees had
taken a complete census, authorized by an Act of the Cherokee National Council

(Senate Bill No. 33) of December 1, 1879 and approved by an Act of December 9, 1880
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(Senate Bill No. 58), that was considered by the U.S. Congress to be a fair and just roll
of citizens that was “carefully and correctly made.” Therefore, it was the only tribal roll
that was specifically confirmed by Congress in the Curtis Law for the basis for
enrollment. This important base roll of the Cherokee Nation is stored at the United

States National Archives, filed under the microfilm no. 7RA06.

1. Act of Congress approved June 10, 1896 (29 Stat. 321, 339-340), “Last

authenticated roll of each tribe.”

This report of the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs was
transmitted by the Department for consideration, report, and
recommendation on October 23, 1902 (I. T. D., 6496-1902).

The Commission has to report that from the inception of the work of
the enroliment of the citizens of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations
every possible effort has been made to obtain from the tribal
authorities of these two nations any rolls of citizenship that they
might have in their possession. The first step taken in this direction
was after the approval of the act of Congress on June 10, 1896, when
request was made of the principal chief of the Choctaw Nation and
the governor of the Chickasaw Nation to furnish the Commission the
last authenticated roll of citizens of these two tribes made prior to

June 10, 1896, and all other rolls made subsequent thereto, with
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such copies of the acts of legislature and the national council of the
two nations, the judgments of citizenship courts or Commission as
may have been rendered since the date of the last authenticated
rolls, admitting persons to citizenship in the Choctaw and Chickasaw|
nations, and such other records and documents as might be in any
manner helpful to the commission in making rolls of the citizens of
the two nations in accordance with the acts of Congress of June 10,

1896, and June 7, 1897.26

2. Act of Congress approved June 7, 1897, (30 Stat. 62). “Rolls of citizenship.”

The June 7, 1897, Indian Appropriation Act that gutted the tribal courts and
legislatures clarified what was meant by "tribal rolls." The act defined them as the "last
authenticated rolls" approved by the council of each nation (the Creek National Council
had still not authenticated any roll) plus the names of any descendants, plus any names
added by the tribal council (228 for the Creeks), the U.S. court (70), or the Dawes
Commission (255). On June 20, 1897, the Dawes Commission sent a request to each
tribe for a copy of its "last authenticated roll" and copies of any laws relating to

citizenship.

26 “CITIZENSHIP IN THE CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW NATIONS. HEARINGS.
BEFORE A SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF

REPRESENTATIVES” Government Printing Office (1908). Washington, D.C.
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Curtis Act of Congress approved June 28, 1898 (30 Stat. 498, 502).

CHAP. 517.-An Act For the protection of the people of the Indian
Territory, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, That in all criminal
prosecutions in the Indian Territory against officials for
embezzlement, bribery, and embracery the word "officer,"” when the
same appears in the criminal laws heretofore extended over and put
in force in said Territory, shall include all officers of the several
tribes or nations of Indians in said Territory...

SEC. 21. That in making rolls of citizenship of the several tribes, as
required by law, the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes is
authorized and directed to take the roll of Cherokee citizens of
eighteen hundred and eighty (not including freedmen) as the only
roll intended to be confirmed by this and preceding Acts of
Congress, and to enroll all persons now living whose names are
found on said roll, and all descendants born since the date of said
roll to persons whose names are found thereon; and all persons who
have been enrolled by the tribal authorities who have heretofore
made permanent settlement in the Cherokee Nation whose parents,

by reason of their Cherokee blood, have been lawfully admitted to
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citizenship by the tribal authorities, and who were minors when their
parents were so admitted; and they shall investigate the right of all
other persons whose names are found on any other rolls and omit all
such as may have been placed thereon by fraud or without authority
of law, enrolling only such as may have lawful right thereto, and their
descendants born since such rolls were made, with such
intermarried white persons as may be entitled to citizenship under

Cherokee laws.

3. Act of Congress approved July 1, 1902 (c. 1375, 32 Stat. 716, 720).

CHAP. 1375.-An Act To provide for the allotment of the lands of the
Cherokee Nation, for the disposition of town sites therein, and for
other purposes...

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled,

Preparation. Vol. 30, p. 502.

SEC. 27. Such rolls shall in all other respects be made in strict
compliance with the provisions of section twenty-one of the Act of
Congress approved June twenty-eighth, eighteen hundred and
ninety-eight (Thirtieth Statutes, page four hundred and ninety-five),
and the Act of Congress approved May thirty-first, nineteen hundred

(Thirty-first Statutes, page two hundred and twenty-one).
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B. Full-blood Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes May Not Be Divested of Title to

Restricted Land by A Sale Pursuant to A Judgment of a State Court in a

Partition Proceeding to Which the United States Was Not A Party

1.

Act of Congress approved May 27, 1908 (35 Stat. 312).

All homesteads of said allottees enrolled as mixed-blood Indians
having half or more than half Indian blood, including minors of such
degrees of blood, and all allotted lands of enrolled full-bloods, and
enrolled mixed-bloods of three-quarters or more Indian blood,
including minors of such degrees of blood, shall not be subject to
alienation, contract to sell, power of attorney, or any other
incumbrance prior to April twenty-sixth, nine teen hundred and
thirty-one, except that the Secretary of the Interior may remove such
restrictions, wholly or in part, under such rules and regulations
concerning terms of sale and disposal of the proceeds for the benefit
of the respective Indians as he may prescribe... SEC.6. And said
representatives of the Secretary of the Interior are further authorized,
and it is made their duty, to counsel and advise all allottees, adult or
minor, having restricted lands of all of their legal rights with
reference to their restricted lands, without charge, and to advise
them in the preparation of all leases authorized by law to be made,

and at the request of any allottee having restricted land he shall,
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without charge, except the necessary court and recording fees and
expenses, if any, in the name of the allottee, take such steps as may
be necessary, including the bringing of any suit or suits and the
prosecution and appeal thereof, to cancel and annul any deed,
conveyance, mortgage, lease, contract to sell, power of attorney, or
any other encumbrance of any kind or character, made or attempted
to be made or executed in violation of this Act or any other Act of
Congress, and to take all steps necessary to assist said allottees in
acquiring and retaining possession of their restricted
lands...Nothing in this act shall be construed as denial of the right of
the United States to take such steps as may be necessary, including
the bringing of any suit and the prosecution and appeal thereof, to
acquire or retain possession of restricted Indian lands, or to remove
cloud therefrom, or clear title to the same, in cases where deeds,
leases or contracts of any other kind or character whatsoever have
been or shall be made contrary to law with respect to such lands
prior to the removal therefrom of restrictions upon the alienation
thereof; such suits to be brought on the recommendation of the
Secretary of the Interior, without costs or charges to the allottees,
the necessary expenses incurred in so doing to be defrayed from the
money appropriated by this act...SEC.9. Provided further, That if any

member of the Five Civilized Tribes of one-half or more Indian blood
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shall die leaving issue surviving, born since March fourth, nineteen
hundred and six, the homestead of such deceased allottee shall
remain inalienable, unless restrictions against alienation are
removed therefrom by the Secretary of Interior in the manner
provided in section one hereof, for the use and support of such
issue, during their life or lives, until April twenty-sixth, nineteen

hundred and thirty-one.

2. Section 8 of the Act of Congress approved January 27, 1933 (Chap. 23, H.R.

8750. 47 Stat. 777).

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, That all funds and
other securities now held by or which may hereafter come under the
supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, belonging to and only so
long as belonging to Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma
of one-half or more Indian blood, enrolled or unenrolled, are hereby
declared to be restricted and shall remain subject to the jurisdiction
of said Secretary until April 26, 1956, subject to expenditure in the
meantime for the use and benefit of the individual Indians to whom
such funds and securities belong, under such rules and regulations

as said Secretary may prescribe.
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3. United States v. Hellard 322 U.S. 363 (1944).

CERTIORARI TO THE CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE
TENTH CIRCUIT

No. 648.

Argued April 28, 1944. Decided May 15, 1944.

Full-blood Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes may not be divested of
title to restricted land by a sale pursuant to a judgment of a state
court in a partition proceeding to which the United States was not a
party. Construing Act of June 14, 1918; Act of April 12, 1926. P. 368.

138 F.2d 985, reversed.

*** The act of May 27, 1908, together with the 1906 act, and the acts of April
12, 1926, May 10, 1928, May 24, 1928, January 27, 1933, July 2, 1945, August 4,
1947, and act of August 11, 1955, are the principle statutes defining or removing
restrictions, and the corresponding tax exemptions, with reference to the
property of the Five Civilized Tribes. By the act of May 10, 1928, restrictions on
alienation of allotments of allottes of halfblood or more were extended until April

26, 1956. The act of August 11, 1955 (69 Stat. 666) further extended the period of
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restrictions for the lives of the Indians then owning the restricted lands.?”
Exercise by Congress of its plenary power in Indian affairs to enact curative
measures may be illustrated by reference to United States v. Hellard (322 U.S.
363(1944)). The Supreme Court had held that the appearance and participation of
a United States probate attorney in a State proceeding for the partitioning of
restricted land did not make the judgment of the Court binding on the United
States. Congress passed a corrective act of July 2, 1945 (59 Stat. 313, 25 U.S.C.
355 note.), which stated that in section 3 that no order, judgment, or decree in
partition made subsequent to the effective date of the act of June 14, 1918, and
prior to July 2, 1945 (59 Stat. 313, 25 U.S.C. 355 note.), involving inherited
restricted lands of members of the Five Civilized Tribes should be void or invalid
because the United States was not a party or because it had not been properly

served. * * * 28

27 Fred A Seaton, Secretary. OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR. Elmer F.
Bennett, Solicitor. (2008) FEDERAL INDIAN LAW. Clark, New Jersey. THE LAWBOOK
EXCHANGE, LTD. Pages 1014—1016. Originally published: Washington: U.S. Govt.
Print. Off., 1958. “United States Department of Interior, Fred A. Seaton, Secretary.
Office of the Solicitor. EImer F. Bennett, Solicitor.” Pages. 464—465. Smith v.
McCullough, 270 U.S. 456 (1926).

28 |bid. Page 1029.
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4. Title 25 — INDIANS CHAPTER 3 - AGREEMENTS WITH INDIANS SUBCHAPTER

Il - CONTRACTS WITH INDIANS Sec. 81 (2011).

(b) Approval

No agreement or contract with an Indian tribe that encumbers Indian
lands for a period of 7 or more years shall be valid unless that
agreement or contract bears the approval of the Secretary of the

Interior or a designee of the Secretary.

C. Causation: The Multiple Aggravated Felony Perjury Crimes of Administrative

Officer Thomas Needles

First, Thomas B. Needles intentionally committed aggravated felony perjury by
falsely stating under oath that Betsy Reese’s name was Betsy Buffington, in 1880.
Then, on the very next lines of his official testimony, Needles contradicted his perjured
testimony by stating that the name of Betsy Reese was identified on the 7880
Authenticated Cherokee Nation Final Roll as a full-blood “Native Cherokee.” Despite
confirming Betsy Reese’s full-blood Native Cherokee citizenship on the 1880 “last
authenticated roll of the Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma,” Needles degraded her full-
blood Native Cherokee citizenship to “Cherokee Freedmen” on the racist Jim Crow era,
federally perjured, 1898—1914 Commission of the Five Civilized Tribes Roll.

Again, Thomas Needles intentionally committed aggravated felony perjury by

falsely stating under oath that Jesse Reese was a slave of a fake slave owner
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conveniently named Jesse Reese. According to federal and tribal records, prior to 1900,
no other person by the name of Jesse Reese ever existed in the Cherokee Nation,
Indian Territory. Again, on the very next lines of his official testimony, Needles
contradicted his perjured testimony by stating that the name of Jesse Reese was
identified on the 71880 Authenticated Cherokee Nation Final Roll as a full-blood “Native
Cherokee.” Despite confirming Jesse Reese’s full-blood Native Cherokee citizenship on
the 1880 “last authenticated roll” of the Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma, Needles
unlawfully degraded his full-blood Native Cherokee citizenship to “Cherokee Freedmen”
on the racist Jim Crow era, federally perjured, 1898—1914 Commission of the Five
Civilized Tribes Roll.

Again, the records in charge of the Commission of the Five Civilized Tribes
clearly show that the application for enrollment of Jesse Reese, Betsy Reese, and
James Reese as a citizen by blood was made in 1901, within the time prescribed by
law. According to the DOl 1898—1914 Commission of the Five Civilized Tribes Roll,
administrative officer Thomas Needles verified that the entire Reese family was
identified on the 7880 Authenticated Cherokee Nation Final Roll as full-blood “Native
Cherokees.” Therefore, according to Section 21 of the Curtis Act approved June 28,
1898 (30 Stat. 498, 502), Section 27 of the Act of July 1, 1902 (c. 1375, 32 Stat. 716,
720), and Section 4 of the Act of April 26, 1906 (34 Stat. 137, c. 1876), these records
are conclusive as to the fact to such application. Undoubtedly, Plaintiff Mohn has

identified a network of Federal statutes and legal precedent allowing him to be
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transferred to the full-blood “Native Cherokee by blood” roll by mandamus to restore his

citizenship birthrights and Restricted land trust already existing.
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D. Injury-In-Fact: The Degradation of Plaintiff Mohn’s Full-blood Native Cherokee

Citizenship Birthrights

Section 21 gives full and explicit directions as to how the Commission shall make the|
rolls and particularly what roll of the Cherokee Nation was intended to be confirmed by it
and previous Acts of Congress. Plaintiff Mohn continually suffers from an invasion of his
trust, or legally protected interest; his full-blood Native Cherokee citizenship birthrights
trust and Restricted land trust, which are (a) concrete and particularized, according to
federal law, and (b) actual or imminent (that is, neither conjectural nor hypothetical; not
abstract). Every citizen shown on the roll made by the Commission in accordance with
the provisions of the Curtis Bill had to receive an allotment. Citizenship alone
constituted the right which entitled one to share in the property of the several

nations.
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M. ARGUMENT

A. The U.S. Court of Claims Has Subject-Matter Jurisdiction Over Plaintiff

Mohn’s Claims

1. Jurisdictional Act of Congress approved October 1, 1890 (26 Stat. at
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L. 636, chap. 1249).
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled,

assembled, That full jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court

of Claims, subject to an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United

States as in other cases, to hear and determine what are the just

rights in law, or in equity of the Shawnee and Delaware Indians, who

are settled and incorporated into the Cherokee Nation, Indian
Territory, east of ninety-six degrees west longitude, under the
provisions of the article fifteen of the treaty of July nineteenth,
eighteen hundred and sixty-six, made by and between the United
States and the Cherokee Nation and articles of agreement made by
and between the Cherokee Nation and the Shawnee
Indians...approved by the President June ninth, eighteen hundred
and sixty-nine, and articles of agreement made with the Delaware
Indians, April eighth, eighteen hundred and sixty-seven; and also of

the Cherokee freedmen, who are settled and located in the Cherokee
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Nation under the provisions and stipulation of article nine of the
aforesaid treaty of eighteen hundred and sixty-six in respect to the
subject-matter herein provided for.

SEC. 2. That the said Shawnees, Delawares, and freedmen shall have

a right, either separately or jointly, to begin and prosecute a suit or

suits against the Cherokee Nation and the United States Government

to recover from the Cherokee Nation all moneys due either in law or

equity and unpaid to the said Shawnees, Delawares, or freedmen ,

which the Cherokee Nation have before paid wit, or may hereafter

pay, per capita, in the Cherokee Nation, and which was, or may be,
refused to or neglected to be paid to the said Shawnees, Delawares,
or freedmen by the Cherokee Nation, out of any money or funds

which have been, or may be, paid into the treasury of, or in any way

have come, or may come, into the possession of the Cherokee

Nation, Indian Territory, derived from the sale, leasing, or rent for

grazing purposes on Cherokee lands west of ninety six degrees west

longitude, and which have been , or may be, appropriated and
directed to be paid out per capita by the acts passed by the
Cherokee council, and for all moneys, lands, and rights which shall
appear to be due to the said Shawnees, Delawares, or freedmen
under the provisions of the aforesaid articles of the treaty and

articles of agreement. SEC. 3. That the said suit or suits may be
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brought in the name of the principal chief or chiefs of the said

Shawnee and Delaware Indians, and for the freedmen, and in their

behalf and for their use, in the name of some person as their trustee,

to be selected by them with the approval of the Secretary of the

Interior, and the exercise of such jurisdiction shall not be barred by

any lapse of time heretofore, nor shall the rights of such Indians be

impaired by any acts passed and approved by the Cherokee national

council. Suits may be instituted within twelve months after the

passage of this act, and the law and practice and rules of procedure

in such courts shall be the practice and law in these cases...and all

judgments for any sum or sums of money which may be ordered or

decreed by such court in favor of the Shawnees, Delawares, or

freedmen , and against the Cherokee Nation, shall be enforced by the

said court or courts against the said Cherokee Nation by execution,

mandamus, or in any other way which the court may see fit.

SEC. 4. That the said Shawnee Indians are hereby authorized and

empowered to bring and beqin a suit in law or equity against the

United States Government in the Court of Claims to recover and

collect from the United States Government any amount of money

that in law or equity is due from the United States to said tribes in

reimbursement of their tribal fund for money wrongfully diverted

therefrom. The right of appeal, jurisdiction of the court, process,
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procedure, and proceedings in the suit here provided for shall be as
provided for in sections one, two, and three of this act. Approved,

October 1, 1890. (26 Stat. L., p. 636.)

2. Decree of the U.S. Court of Federal Claims rendered February 3, 1896

The final decree of February 3, 1896 was entered by the consent of all the
parties involved. For that reason, there was no appeal. The issues had been actively
litigated, and the court undertook the duty of identifying the individuals entitled to share
in everything that was to be allotted or distributed. The defendants made no objections
and acquiesced in the terms of the decree for the distribution of that part of the property
then ready to be distributed. And it was provided that the Commission should make a
roll of Cherokee freedmen in strict compliance with the decree of the Court of Claims,
rendered the third day of February, eighteen hundred and ninety-six. Thus, the court
continued its jurisdictional supervision without interfering with the discretion of
the Secretary of the Interior or the Dawes commission so long as no complaint
was made that the commission were violating the terms of the decree. The intent
of Congress is plain that the decree of the court should not be ignored in all prospective

or future distributions of communal property.
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B. The Usurpation of Judicial Power by A Ministerial Authority

1. The U.S. Dept. of Interior’s Overthrow of the U.S. Court of Federal Claims

The U.S. Supreme Court has always rejected the usurpation of judicial power by the
Dawes Commission. More importantly, the U.S. Supreme Court has consistently
cancelled the unlawful conveyance of the Restricted lands of full-blood Native
Cherokees, Chickasaws, Choctaws, Creeks, and Seminoles, and members of the
Delaware and Shawnee tribes incorporated into the Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma in
1869. See Garfield v. Goldsby (211 U.S. 249 (1908)); Wallace v. Adams (204 U.S. 415
(1907)); Cherokee Nation v. Whitmire (223 U.S. 108 (1912)); Heckman v. United States
(224 U.S. 413 (1912)); United States v. Hellard (322 U.S. 363 (1944)); Chapman v.

Tiger (OK 181, 356 P. 2d 571 (1960)).

Administrative officer Needle’s usurpation of judicial power by his felonious actions
was designed to not only undermine the decree of his boss’s boss, Secretary Hitchcock,
but the constitutional system of both the United States and the Cherokee Nation of
Oklahoma. His motive as the President of the secretly formed First National Bank, was
to land-grab as much valuable Restricted land as possible. As a result, the entire Dawes|
Commission was abolished by the Secretary of Interior (from 1904—1914). Therefore, it
can be fairly inferred from a network of statutes, regulations, and legal precedence that
the unlawful actions of administrative officer Needles were perpetrated in “ultra vires;”
not only beyond his own scope of ministerial authority, but beyond the Secretary of

Interior’'s scope of ministerial authority, as well.
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a. The Racist “Dawes Commission Is A Tribunal” Theory

The following false statements and intentional omissions of federal law were stated
by U.S. Dept. of Interior Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) tribal officer Eddie Streater in his
official correspondence to Plaintiff Mohn in support of his denial of Plaintiff Mohn’s

Certificate of Degree of Indian Blood (CDIB) claim:
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In one of the earliest cases challenging the Commission’s work, the
Court of Appeals held that: ...under these acts of Congress, the

Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes is a special Tribunal, vested

with judicial power to hear and determine the claims of all applicants

to citizenship in the Five Civilized Tribes and its enrollment or refusal

to enroll the applicant in each particular case constitutes its

judgment in that cause. In the case before us, this Tribunal has heard

and determined the claim of the plaintiff. Whether its decision was

right or wrong is immaterial in this court and that question will not be

considered. Congress saw fit to entrust to the judicial discretion of
the Commission the determination of the application of the plaintiff
in error, and of every question of law and of fact which that decision

involved...[and] no court has jurisdiction...to substitute its own

opinion for that of the Tribunal to which the law entrusted that

decisions of these questions, to control the judicial discretion of that

Tribunal, to correct its errors, or to reverse its decision.
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C. The Fiduciary May Not Allow Trust Property to Fall to Ruin
In United States v. White Mountain Apache Tribe, 537 U.S. 465 (2003), the Supreme

Court held:

While it is true that the 1960 Act does not, like the statutes cited in
that case [Mitchell Il], expressly subject the Government to duties of
management and conservation, the fact that the property occupied
by the United States is expressly subject to a trust supports a fair
inference that an obligation to preserve the property improvements
was incumbent on the United States as trustee. This is so because
elementary trust law, after all, confirms the commonsense
assumption that a fiduciary actually administering trust property may
not allow it to fall into ruin on his watch. 'One of the fundamental
common-law duties of a trustee is to preserve and maintain trust

assets.' (Citations omitted).
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RESTRICTED FUNDS OF MEMBERS OF FIVE TRIBES

The act of January 27, 1933 (47 Stat. 777), provided that all funds and
other securities held under the supervision of the Secretary of
Interior belonging to Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma
of one-half or more Indian blood, enrolled or unenrolled, shall be
restricted and shall remain under the jurisdiction of the Secretary
until April 26, 1956, ‘subject to expenditure in the meantime for the
use and benefit of the individual Indians’ who own them, under rules

and regulations prescribed by the Secretary.?®

The Secretary was empowered to permit any adult Indian of the Five
Civilized Tribes to create and establish out of restricted funds or
other property under the Secretary’s supervision, trusts for a
maximum period of 21 years after the death of the last survivor of the
named beneficiaries in the respective trust period, for the benefit of
such Indian, his heirs or other designated beneficiaries, by contracts
or agreements between the Indian and incorporated trust companies

or banks.

No trust company or bank may act as a trustee in any trust created

under this act ‘which has paid or promised to pay to any person

2 |bid. Page 1022,
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other than an officer or employee on the regular pay roll thereof any
charge, fee, commission, or renumeration for any service or
influence in securing or attempting to secure for it the trusteeship in
any trust.’ Trust agreements or contracts made prior to January 27,
1933, the day of the law’s approval, and not approved prior to such

enactment by the Secretary of the Interior, are declared void.

The Secretary is authorized to transfer the funds or property required
by the terms of an approved trust agreement to the trustee, which

must keep these assets segregated from all other assets.

None of the restrictions upon the corpus under the terms of the trust
agreement may be released during the restrictive period, except as

provided by such agreement, and neither the corpus of said trust nor
the income derived therefrom, during the restrictive period, provided

by law, is alienable.

The trustee is to render an annual accounting to the Secretary and

the beneficiary.

Such trust agreements are irrevocable except with the Secretary’s
consent. If a trust agreement is annulled, the corpus of the trust
estate with all accrued and unpaid interest must be returned to the

Secretary as restricted individual Indian property.
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lllegally procured trusts are to be canceled by proceedings instituted

by the Attorney General in the Federal courts.3°

30 |bid. Act of January 27, 1933, sec. 6. Page 1023.
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V. INHERITANCE AMONG FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES3'

a. Intestate Succession. —Among the Five Civilized Tribes, as
among other tribes, tribal law once governed descent, to the
extent it was governed at all, in the absence of congressional
legislation. The General Allotment Act did not apply to the Five
Civilized Tribes which were covered by special acts, and so its

provisions on inheritance had no application to these tribes.32

c. Probate Jurisdiction. —The act of May 27, 1908 (35 Stat. 312),
was enacted, it is said, as part of the plan for removal of

restrictions from Indian lands of the Five Civilized Tribes.

31 Ibid. Page 1023. The act of June 25, 1910, 36 Stat. 855, 863, which
provided, among other things, for the determination of heirs of deceased Indians,
excluded the Five Civilized Tribes (sec. 33), except for the following provision: * * * Sec.
32. Where deeds to tribal lands in the Five Civilized Tribes have been or may be issued,
in pursuance of any tribal agreement or Act of congress, to a person who had died, or
who hereafter dies before the approval of such deed, the title to the land designated
therein shall inure to and become vested in the heirs, devisees, or assigns of such
deceased grantee as if the deed had issued to the deceased grantee during life. * * *

32 |bid. Page 1023.
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Section 6 conferred jurisdiction upon the probate (county)
courts of the State of Oklahoma over the estates of Indian
minors and incompetents of the Five Civilized Tribes. The
probate court was also given, by section 9, authority to
approve conveyances by fullblood heirs.33

d. Provisions were also made for the appointment of probate
attorneys by the Secretary of the Interior, with prescribed
duties relating to restricted lands.3*
Section 4 of the act of August 4, 1947 (61 Stat. 731.),
authorized these probate attorneys to appear and represent
any restricted Indian of the Five Civilized Tribes before any of
the courts of the State of Oklahoma in any matter in which the

restricted Indian may have an interest.3> Section 1 of the act of

33 |bid. Page 1026. Amended by act of April 12, 1926, 44 Stat. 239, and
act of May 10, 1928, sec. 2, 45 Stat. 495, so as to extend to conveyances by fullblood
devisees of the allottee. See Grisso v. United States, 138 F. 2d 996 (1943).

34 Ibid. Page 1026. Sec. 6, act of May 27, 1908, 35 Stat. 312.

35 |bid. Page 1026. For a discussion of the work of the Probate Division of
the Bureau of Indian Affairs of the Department of the Interior, especially in regard to the
Five Civilized Tribes and the Osages, see Hearings, House Committee on Indian

Affairs, H.R. 6234, 74" cong., 15t sess., 1935, pp. 121-131.
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June 14, 1918 (40 Stat. 731.), vested in the State courts
jurisdiction to probate wills and determine heirs in accordance
with State laws of any deceased citizen allottee of the Five
Civilized Tribes who died leaving restricted heirs. In
proceedings arising under this statute the State courts act as
an administrative agency of the Federal Government, the
restricted assets of the estate no being subject to
administration. By the act of August 4, 1947 (61 Stat. 731),
Congress provided that these probate proceedings, as well as
guardianship matters, were to be within the exclusive
jurisdiction of the State courts and that the United States
would be deemed an indispensable party to such

proceedings.3¢

36 |bid. Page 1027.
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VI. ITEMIZED CHART OF SOURCES OF INDIVIDUAL INDIAN
RESTRICTED FUNDS?"

See Exhibit B for more information.

U.S.C. Source of Date of Statute Provision Estimated
sec. No. |Income act citation amount
owned to
Plaintiff
Mohn’s trust
for over 114
yrs.
25:314 Rights-of- Mar. 2, 30 Stat. “Payment to the | $5,000,000.
way.......... 1889, 991... Secretary of the
sec. 3, Interior for the
amended benefit of the
Feb. 28, tribe or nation.”
1902.
25:319 Rights-of-way | Mar. 8, 31 Stat. “Pay to the $5,000,000.
for telephone, | 1901, 1083... Secretary of the
etc. sec. 8. Interior, for the
use and benefit
of the Indians,
such annual tax
as he may
designate.”
25:321 Right-of-way | Mar. 11, 33 Stat. “Pay to-the $10,000,000.
for pipelines 1904, 65, 39 Secretary of the
amended | Stat. Interior, for the
Mar. 2, 973... use and benefit
1917, of the Indians,
sec. 1. such annual tax
as he may
designate.”
Continued | on the next page.......

37 |bid. Page 732.
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25:320

Acquisition of
lands by
railways for
materials and
reservoirs

Mar. 3,
1909...

33 Stat.

781...

“‘Deposited in
the Treasury of
the United
States to the
credit of the
tribe or tribes.”

$10,000,000.

25:407

Sale of
timber...

June 25,
1910,
sec. 7

36 Stat.

857...

“Shall be used
for the benefit
of the Indians
of the
reservation in
such manner
as he
(Secretary of
Interior may
direct.”

$5,000,000.

25:190

Sale of
agency tracts
etc.

April 12,
1924...

43 Stat.

93...

“‘Deposited in
the Treasury of
the United
States to the
credit of the
Indians owning
the same.”

$5,000,000.

25:400a

Mining lease
of agency
reserves.

April 17,
1926...

44 Stat.

300...

“Deposited in
the Treasury of
the United
States to the
credit of the
Indians for
whose benefit
the lands are
reserved
subject to
appropriation
by Congress for
educational
work among
the Indians or
in paying
expenses of the

$20,000,000.
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administration
of agencies.”

16:615

Sale of burnt
timber on
“Public
Domain.”

Mar. 4,
1913,
amended
July 3,
1926.

37 Stat.
1015,
amended
44 Stat.
891.

“Transferred to
the fund of
such tribe or
otherwise
credited or
distributed as
by law
provided.”

$5,000,000.

30.86

Agricultural
entries on
surplus coal
lands.

Feb. 27,
1917,
sec. 4

29 Stat.
944, 945.

“Shall be paid
into the
Treasury of the
United States
to the credit of
the same fund
under the same
conditions and
limitations as
are or may be
prescribed by
law for the
disposition of
the proceeds
arising from the
disposal of
other surplus
lands in Indian
reservation.”

$25,000,000.

16:810

Water power
license
rentals.

June 10,
1920,
sec. 17

41 Stat.
1063,
1072.

“Shall be
placed to the
credit of the
Indians of such
reservation.”

$10,000,000.

TOTAL $100,000,000.

*** An improper release of restricted funds does not necessarily

release the restriction and may give rise to a right to an accounting
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from the person managing the affairs of the Indian. House v. United

States, 144 F. 2d 555 (1944), cert. den. 323 U.S. 781. * * *38

38 |bid. Page 1022.

65




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

277

Case 1:21-cv-00922-EHM Document 1 Filed 02/12/21 Page 66 of 73

VII. CONCLUSION

A. The DOI’s continuous overthrow of the U.S. Constitution, the legislative
authority of Congress, the judicial authority of this Court, and the
ministerial authority of the Secretary of Interior, thereby causing the
Restricted funds of plaintiff Mohn’s trust to fall to ruin, is not based on a
philosophy of Originalism or Legal Precedent, but Federal Institutional

Racism forevermore.

What philosophy of law did the DOI Bureau of Indian Affairs (“BIA”) enforce by:
1) denying plaintiff Mohn’s certificate of degree of Indian blood (“CDIB”) claims;
consequently, 2) causing his individual Indian Restricted fund to fall to ruin, due to the
unlawful conveyance of his Reese family Restricted land trust in the district courts of
Oklahoma, without the approval of the Secretary of Interior? Was this Court’s ruling

based upon the philosophy of “Originalism?”3® The answer is a resounding No. By

39 In the context of United States law, originalism is a concept regarding
the interpretation of the Constitution that asserts that all statements in the constitution
must be interpreted based on the original understanding “at the time it was adopted.”
This concept views the Constitution as stable from the time of enactment and that the
meaning of its contents can be changed only by the steps set out in Article Five (Vloet,
Katie, September 22, 2015, “Two Views of the Constitution: Originalism vs. Non-

Originalism.” University of Michigan Law).
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denying plaintiff Mohn’s full-blood Native Cherokee CDIB claim (in 2014), the DOI
proves they will continue to breach plaintiff Mohn’s trust and allow the Restricted funds
derived from his Restricted lands to continue to fall to ruin, consequently, overthrowing
the legislative authority of Congress, the judicial authority of this Court, and the
ministerial authority of the Secretary of Interior, notwithstanding the Act of Congress
approved October 1, 1890 (26 Stat. at L. 636, chap. 1249). Unlawfully, for over a
century, the Dawes Commission and BIA, both subordinate agencies of the DOI,
have continued to totally disregard the truth and the rule of law to degrade
bonified full-blood Native Cherokee citizens and their descendants to Cherokee
Freedmen, despite their full-blood Native Cherokee ancestors never being
Cherokee African slaves to begin with, notwithstanding the 1880 Authenticated
Cherokee Nation Final Roll, federally recognized by Section 21 of the Curtis Act of
Congress approved June 28, 1898 (30 Stat. 498, 502), and Section 27 of the Act of
Congress approved July 1, 1902 (c. 1375, 32 Stat. 716, 720).

Additionally, the DOI refuses to stand in its very own "Continuing Wrongs" doctrine.
In 1978, the Court of Claims established the continuing wrongs doctrine. It defined a
"continuing wrong" as "a wrongful course of governmental conduct [which]
began before August 13, 1946 and continued thereafter." Navajo Tribe of Indians v.
United States, 218 Ct. Cl. 11, 20, 586 F.2d 192 (1978), cert. denied, 441 U.S. 944
(1979). This meant that, where the Indian Claims Commission found a ‘continuing
wrong’ to exist, the Commission was empowered to award damages for all or part

of the post-August 13, 1946 period, depending on the duration of the particular
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continuing wrong, thereby enabling a vast expansion of what the government had
considered was the Commission’s legitimate jurisdiction. In March 1976, Congress
extended the life of the Commission, but provided for its termination effective
September 30, 1978. Congress also provided for the transfer of any unresolved ICCA

claims to the United States Court of Federal Claims.

B. The DOI Endorses the Overthrow of The Jurisdictional Supervision of the U.S.
Court of Federal Claims

1. Enforcement of The DOI’'s One-Drop Rule Policy

Based upon the records in charge of the racist Jim Crow era, federally perjured
1898—1914 DOl Commission of the Five Civilized Tribes Roll, the DOI has admittedly
decided in favor of enforcing the racist philosophy known as the “One-drop Rule,” which
asserted that any person with even one distant ancestor of black ancestry ("one drop" of
black blood) was considered 100% black. To cleverly degrade the full-blood Native
Cherokee citizenship of their victims who married former Cherokee African slaves
(known as Cherokee Freedmen), administrative officer Needles would cleverly use the
Cherokee African slave ancestry of their spouse to replace the full-blood Native
Cherokee ancestry of the applicant. In the case of the Reese family, the evidence in
their Dawes Commission testimony records is conclusive, proving that
administrative officer Needles perpetrated the heinous crime of falsely creating
slaveowners, of whom were proven to have never existed, for Jesse Reese and

Betsy Reese (but not James Reese), to unlawfully degrade their full-blood Native
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Cherokee citizenship birthrights and Restricted land trust to Cherokee Freedmen.
These unwarranted actions were perpetrated by commissioner Needles despite
Needles testifying under oath that the entire Reese family was confirmed as full-blood
“Native Cherokees” on the 1880 Authenticated Cherokee Nation Final Roll. These facts
are proven by commissioner Needles’ sworn testimony on the 17898—1914 DO/
Commission of the Five Civilized Tribes Roll. See Exhibit A.

Sadly, the enforcement of the racist One-drop rule philosophy and the racist
“‘Dawes Commission is a Tribunal” theory upheld by the DOI in their CDIB denial
decision against plaintiff Mohn (in 2014 ), unlawfully degrading his full-blood Native
Cherokee citizenship to Cherokee African slaves, and subsequently, unlawfully
conveying his Restricted land trust without the approval of the Secretary of Interior, has
never been upheld by any court. Both Congress and the Federal courts have always
rejected the unlawful conveyance of Restricted lands and the loss of individual Indian
funds derived from them. For this very reason, Congress first granted the U.S. Court of
Federal Claims jurisdictional supervision over the Dawes Commission by the
Jurisdictional Act of Congress approved October 1, 1890 (26 Stat. at L. 636, chap.
1249), prior to approving the Curtis Act of Congress approved June 28, 1898 (30 Stat.
498, 502), supplemented by the Act of Congress approved July 1, 1902 (c. 1375, 32
Stat. 716, 720). Moreover, Congress approved the transfer of Cherokee Freedmen
citizens and their direct lineal descendants to the “Cherokee by blood” roll, long ago,

according to Section 4 of the Act of April 26, 1906 (34 Stat. 137, c. 1876).
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Therefore, Plaintiff Mohn prays the U.S. Court of Appeals will issue the proper
remedy of a “Writ of Mandamus” to finally recover the individual Indian funds derived
from his Restricted land trust, unlawfully conveyed in the State of Oklahoma district
courts, without the approval of the Secretary of Interior. Acts of public officials which
require the exercise of discretion may not be subject to review in the courts. However,
“if such acts are purely ministerial or undertaken without authority, the courts
have jurisdiction and mandamus is the proper remedy.” Garfield v. Goldsby, 211
U.S. 249 (1908). The All-Writs Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1651(a), confers the power of
mandamus on federal appellate courts. La Buy v. Howes Leather Co., Inc., 352 U.S.
249 (1957). Mandamus may be appropriately issued to confine an inferior court to

a lawful exercise of prescribed jurisdiction, or when there is a usurpation of

judicial power. See Schlagenhauf v. Holder, (379 U.S. 104 (1964)). Again, the multiple

aggravated felony perjury crimes perpetrated by administrative officer Needles and
continually enforced by the U.S. Dept. of Interior against Plaintiff Mohn were a
usurpation of not only the executive power of the Secretary of Interior, but the judicial
power of the U.S. Court of Federal Claims, and the legislative power of Congress,
forever. In order to redress these heinous crimes perpetrated by a low-level
administrative officer against Plaintiff Mohn, a proper remedy of a Writ of
Mandamus may be employed, to require a lower court to enforce the judgment of
an appellate court, or to keep such a court from interposing unauthorized
obstructions to the enforcement of the judgment of a higher court. See United

States v. District Court, (334 U.S. 258, 263 (1948)) to enforce obedience to a court of
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appeals mandate. “Where the right was clear and indisputable, mandamus was issued
to compel a lower court...” Spacil v. Crowe, (489 F.2d 614 (5th Cir. 1974)). “The district

courts have no jurisdiction of a suit seeking mandamus against the United

States.” United States v. Jones, (131 U.S. 1 (1889)); Minnesota v. United States, (305

U.S. 382 (1939)); McCune v. United States, (374 F. Supp. 946 (S.D.N.Y. 1974)).
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Signed on this 6th day of February 2021, on the birthday anniversaries of both my
mother, Phyllis Christian Omoyale, and my maternal 3™ great grandmother, full-blood
Native Cherokee Betsy Reese, who survived the perilous journey of the “Trail of Tears,’

from the “Old Nation” (New Echota, Georgia) to the Indian Territory of Oklahoma,

A 1Nebm.

AYINDE MOHN

PO BOX 471502
CHEROKEE NATION, OKLAHOMA 74147
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Packet for the Full-
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Applications of Jesse
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EXHIBIT B

DOI Restricted Land
Allotment Certificates
for the Entire Reese
Family and Proof of
Restricted Funds
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Oklahoma Coal Map

1] Commercial Coal Belt

Non-Commercial Coal-bearing Region

Name Allotment Certificate #'s
* James Reese #15799 (8 Acres)

Jesse, Betsy, James & |#2233, #2304, #2631, #2632,
Anderson Reese #2710, #2086, #4432, #11497,
#29013, 42175 (396.55 Acres

Jeese & Betsy Reese [#15796, #15802 (20 Acres)

!Anderson Reese | #61086 (10 Acres)
Total = 487.75 Acres




Case 1:21-cv-00922-EHM Document 1-2 Filed 02/12/21 Page 10 of 28

Grantor: SCISSORTAIL ENERGY : ¥ !
LLG/BANK OF AMERIGA NA ETAL EXHIBIT B ! NOI’th half o
Section 2 of

Grantee: BANK OF AMERICA NA

wegal Deﬁtriptions: 2 T23N R12E

BRANNIN FAMILY LLC
gl 5317 S COLUMBIA PLACE
) T280 RIZE £2 €2 NE NW L3 TULSA OK 74105

POVt I Bose 0T 4-40.34 AC: LOT 2-40.34
| C: LOT 3-8.93 AC 89.61 AC

NW NW SW NE

' - HB&WTRUST
g W if;lg REBECCA HALL BUCHANAN
)
N
/|
N\

|/

M oilsc TRUST

'ri ?wlen G JAMES DONALD HALL JR &
[\

N 3501 PORTER AVE
)W JL28- MUSKOGEE OK 74403

LOT 4-8.03AC: LOT 5-7.27 AC: N 3.22 AC LOT 6: S 1/2 NE: N 1/2 SE:

: N 1/2 SE SE: N 1/2 SW SE: 218.52 AC
Power linef >

arth Poinl

GO le aarth




Case 1:21-cv-00922-EHM Document 1-2 Filed 02/12/21 Page 11 of 28
4/11/2015 Rogers | 1-2010-000424 | OKCountyRecords.com | County Clerk Public Land Records for Oklahoma

The data and images hosted on this website do not belong to KellPro. All data and images belong
to the respective county clerk offices.

o
"QKCountyRecords.m

search « view « prini

Assignment Overriding Royalty

Book 002079
Pages 0797 -0809

Rogers County, OK

Instrument [-2010-000424
Recorded January 11, 2010 at 9:44am

Fees & Dates Parties
Fees $37.00 * Grantor
Mortgage o MADANN RESOURCES
amougntg $0.00 ¢ Grantee
D t o TIER HYDROCARBON
e $0.00 EXPLORATION
stamps
Recorded on 01/11/2010
9:44am

Instrument date 12/21/2009

Legal Description 13 Images

S26 T22N R17E E2 SW SW
S1T23N R1i7ENW

S27 T21N R16E NW SW SE Partial
S27 T21N R16E E2 SW SE SW
527 T21N R16E N2 SE SW

S27 T21N R16E NE SW

S24 T21N R17E N2 SE NE

S24 T21N R17E SW NE

e & @ @ @& & @& »

https://okcountyrecords.com/detailirogers/2010-000424/4564211 1/8
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Rogers | -2010-000424 | OKCountyRecords.com | County Clerk Public Land Records for Oklahoma

S34 T22N R17E SE NE Partial
534 T22N R17E NW NW

S34 T22N R17E SE SE Partial
S33 T22N R17E S2 NE SE Partial
S33 T22N R17E SE SE

S26 T22N R17E W2 SE SW Partial
S28 T24N R18E NE NW

S24 T24N R18E S2 SE

S24 T24N R18E N2 SE

S24 T24N R18E E2 NE

S24 T24N R18E NW NW

S24 T24N R18E NE NW

S16 T24N R18E SE

S11 T24N R18E NE NW Partial
S11 T24N R18E SE NW

S11 T24N R18E E2 W2 NW

S11 T24N R18E N2 SW SW NW
S11 T24N R18E NW SW NW

S11 T24N R18E W2 SW NE

S3 T24N R18E NW SE SE

S3 T24N R18E NE SE

S2 T24N R18E L2 Partial
S1T24N R18E N2 SE NE

S1 T24N R18E L1

S36 T23N R17E SW NE

S36 T23N R17E NW NE

S35 T23N R17E SW SE NE

S35 T23N R17E W2 NE SE

S35 T23N R17E W2 NE

S25 T23N R17E W2 NW NE

S25 T23N R17E NE NW

S25 T23N R17E E2 NW NW

S25 T23N R17E W2 SW SE

S23 T23N R17E W2 SW SE Partial
S23 T23N R17E NW SE

S23 T23N R17E N2 SW Partial
S29 T24N R18E SE NW

S29 T24N R18E E2 NW SW NE
S29 T24qN R18E E2 W2 NW NE
S28 T24N R18E N2 SW NW
S28 T24N R18E S2 NW NW
S28 T24N Ri18E NE NW NW
S34 T24N Ri18E SE SW Partial
S34 T24N R18E W2 SE Partial
S29 T24N R18E W2 NW SW NE
S29 T24N R18E W2 W2 NW NE
S29 T24N R18E SW NE NW
S29 T24qN R18E E2 NE NW

hitps://okcountyrecords.com/detail/rogers/2010-000424/4564211

3/8
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227015 Washington | -2015-000858 | OKCountyRecords.com | County Glerk Publlc Land Records for Oklahoma

IEOECR - e e < L]

44
"'QKCW"'YRGCOMSM

Oil & Gas Mortgage

Book 001134
Pages 1431-1463

Washington County, OK

Instrument I[-2015-000358
Recorded January 16, 2015 at 11:18am

Fees & Dates

Fees $77.00

Mortgage amount $0.00

Document stamps $0.00

Recorded on 01/16/2015 11:18am

Legal Description

o S7T23N R14E W2 SE NW

e S7T23N R13E S2 NE SW

e S7T23N R14E SW SW L4

s S7T23N Ri4E NW SW L3 Partial
hitips:fiokcountyrecords. com/detalliwashinglon/2015-000358/ 16557568

Parties

¢ Grantor

o AMERICAN LOCAL ENERGY L1C
s Grantee

o PATRIOT BANK

33 Images
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Record Details

Instrument Number 1-2007-011314

Recorded On 11/09/2007 at 2:28PM
Instrument Type Mitg

Book 001062
Pages 0713 to 0736
Fees $59.00

Document Stamps $0.00
Mortgage Fees $0.00

Comments
1052-200
Parties

* Grantor
o SCISSORTAIL ENERGY LLC ETAL
o BANK OF AMERICA NA ETAL

» Grantee
o BANK OF AMERICA NA

Legal Description

« SO2 T23N RI2EE2E2 SENW L4
« S02 T23N R12E E2 E2 NE NW L5
« SO02 T23N R12E E2 E2 SE SW L6

« S02 T23N R12E E2 E2 NE NW L3
» S11 T23N R12E SE

+ S11 T23N RI2E W2 NE

« S11 T23NRI2EE2E2 NE SW L4

http://okcountyrecords.com/detail.php? county=074&1d=89392
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3/6/2015 JEAN LITTLE 4L2-D1
Oklahoma Corporation Commission
ENERGY» TRANSPORTATION » UTILITIES
Basic Well Information
API Number 3514727437
oo Legal Location 2 :
Operator Name PANOAK OIL & GAS CORPORATION Operator g, R il
Ne. Quarters N4 NW4  Sw4
Well Name JEAN LITTLE Well 4 5.5 _ Surface | =
No. Footages
ContyABINITON Code 0 Latitude 0 Longitude 0
0OG Well Status EX Class Dist. 0 | Elevation :u
Effective Date

| Permits || Gompletions || Production | | All Images |

hittp:/locepermit.com/WellBrowse/W ebforms/Welllnformation.aspx7ID=355859 "
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o property  heagy be oolle,

' Form No. 584.

LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, |
INDIAN TERRITORY. !

%{W-A...-.Dm”m )’ S50

The President of the Wnited States of A mericy,

To All Persons to whom these Presents shall Come—Greeting :

léﬂmu- we, ithat J‘l'fftrrs‘t..s‘,»”—w—w——r ﬁ £ y/\%f—-‘f ,Eé,.-...,,,-.-,.ﬁ___..,_.ﬁ,,,, B

e R S S A P n YV For T T Districk of the

Tndiar Lereitory, died cntestote, as 6 s sciéd. om or abont the _/,3 jh aler )

...................... sl L 2O ‘/ et .f.':’-&i:"'_‘} Cothe Vtinee of S clecdlc. personal

L

berty fne the Tndicn Tervitory rehicle puey be Iost, tlestroyed, or diminisied in

wvarlice, 7f speedy ccre be qeol daleew of 1heé et to Hee ened, therefore, tfal The said

L
ol

preserired., disposecl of according to law, we <o

TAAAAAy | C At of s f«%ﬂsﬁmmm}-f
fritoryy, administralor of all and singwlar the opods avnd ehatfels,

credits weleiel weere of the I.s',cg'r?i ;5)@;.__%% BN,

the tinee of ke dlecdie, wille fulié power cond cadhority to dispose of e swi pEopeilis,

feereby appornt .
of the frli

rEglts. orniels

aceording (o lawe, and to collect oll aeoneys o i v st deceasedd, and. in generdl
WS . ",

o do vl perfornn oll otiver weds eavd Ehiings elvicle are or fereafter vy be reguiyed

Witness, fhe Zonorable J’E@%\/@S A Jwddge of e

/'mr,'-f ‘v .rm-%/} sstriet of tlee Iradiare
. / T . Vi —

o £
o brgr Peere

Urredteel

Teredtary, corved the seal ereof, ol

b tre e Loglicere Lerritoryg, thids T e LLRETS

| e /f/¢€§/ HORR— B o 1904~
m ﬂ//@d Clevi.

&Z/!/WW Depuly.

Fatidh R
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ALLOTMENT AND HOMESTEAD PATENT RECORD |

THE CHEROKEE NATI
WEIAN TERITORY, Roll # 1757
To All to Whom Thoss Prosanty Bhatl Goma, Gessting:

WHRREAL, By the Act of Jongresa appeened July |, 1083 (89 Bt  716), patiBed by the Chorolion Mutiea Aageet 7, 1903, 1t o provided thai
trare shall be wliskied by Lo Cocan rslan 1o tlg Five Civfllned Tribes, to aach ¢litsen of tha Cherokon Triba, land agaal Is vala (o 00 bindnd and
g geres of the averags aliofiphda huuds of the CForobee Nptlon: snd,

WHEREAS, It wan provllad by sald At/ of Congress that asel eitiesn sholl deslysats o7 Buve Geeignaiod td salosind lor Rim, al the Use
othMaIdMﬂdﬂsmthmnmumwumummdmnmammmumm
Nalles, nnmyumb-.!enmhaudtmdusmhmﬂ.

WHERFEAS, Tha st Comryeson i | ummmwammm,mumunmmmmm
been melecisd by or o betall of ﬂ'ﬁﬂlm {?f:gsf « 0 eitmn of oo tribe, 0o 08 allstagnt,
exchasive of land onasl lu ralue to ‘sety cres of U avarage allotiable Meads of the Charobee Natlos, soisoted 82 & bemretes{ & alevasnil,

NOW, THYREPORE' L, the nadersipued, Principal Chiof of the Cheroke Nation, by viriee of Che power eod smhoity vemod la me by
aloresald Act of the Conproes of ite "Jabied Biaten, Save granied a3d woaveyed, sad by thess prosesis do gosl Ml corey wlo 1 sl

Janes Reess all vighL, Uitk and fnievest of
(he Cherskze Nothn. aad of e e otisees of sid Mation, b 484 1o (o foowing demarted Lnd, v

" 2ho Voot Tvanty two and §7/100(23.87) aozes f L ¢ Thres (S) and the Narth yost
qoartey of the Sunth Rast quarter of the North Veot quarter and the South Ealf of the
South Vest marter of the North West wartcr of qection four (¢), Tounsldp Prenty
four le) Bortd and Range Bineteen (1) pot, axd Lot Tires (8) of Brotion

™o (8) Sownabdp Bramy thras (33) Nortd, and Rangs Twelve (13) prst,

of the faltad Bese 804 Heridlan, 1o ndiey Territery, oontainieg Bixty oo ad 30(100(6140)“ oo oy lass, 0 o 0000 By

be, aecarding In (he Unito] Bates nrm'mm!. oubjeet, Bowaver, 1o i1 130 previcions of s Aty of Congveer
IN WITNEAS WAEREO", 1 (b Priscipal Chief of the Clambes Natton, have Bereunts sot my Bead nad conted the Groot Soal of sl

Neabbeatuslts 1 et WOV, Abin ¥
o ¥ €. ROGERS, Piocsl Chit of o Charehos Nt
Deparimect of the "olerier, Agrived g0, T, B I | Fili ks BTEHEECE,
. JANES RUDOLPH QARFYELD,
Soaretary.
Ry OLVER ). PHIELPS, Clrk.
Mol for oot v e Sy ot D06 come T 8 o't!nd’ M. aod roumcied 1n oot 36, A

I s am e

e B e P e mmean bl P R W TR I T T




Case 1:21-cv-00922-EHM Document 1-2 Filed 02/12/21 Page 18 of 28

IN THE'DISTRICT GOURT WITHIN AND FOR GRATO aomr.
@ STATE OF. OKLAHOMA. -

w,

PLAINTIFF, .

Bxecutors, x
Deviaees, Truse
R, immediate or
?.‘. Fogie, de-~

: TEFENDANTS. . Y,
iﬂﬂﬁ.ﬁé& daE£2Z8 2% i!li!llla - 0

o %
Im GII. 'thil Z} day of February, 1924, the same being au. i’ﬁ‘,ﬁ,«;

ar-g-uiu“luridiou days of the adjourned Wovember, 1923, torn h .j"_'f'-
l{ court, comos on for hearing in open court the above ont.ttlad ‘. .
: ﬁugh 7. Qa:ratt ig?rolont in court and by hnis Attornesy and ¢
'_—;‘ita make rno appaa.rmce and’ are t.‘t"ee tizes called’ !lﬁﬁd .
y ;f tho court, but came Hot. and each snd avery one of them

d““’““ and are by *-h' eourt adjudged in d.atnult. ; !'n- e

_ ,ct.ha oourt' the witnssses are aworn and give thair thsﬂ.-

) ‘11, by the court henﬂi and considered. Ths cuurt. nov.
;un.jnazi- and declares that ‘Bugh F. Cavett is the owner m fee oo

in and to all the lmdl delcribed in the petition and ha:u-
ribad,

- 2b@£_ 5 ﬁgg

o, h.a:& ,one iime owned acrtsin o:r the iands met torth Tﬁ bt
‘pa,t'iti'ﬂ ’ 'i resident of tha .statn of Eentucx;r on or nhaut ti_m

Bih, day -ofiDécember, 1915, and ttla.t .he was, at the time of 'hu;

'w\ ff

_crun ana _l;_cr‘lfurl, was wholly mtq-ut- ‘and, mpo'

g (- -\m 3
_° _m.-.d dnnrihed in th- patiti‘n nud' made M,,fdi_qr{ Q%

‘Land in the st.tu of on-hmngj,, m.-.at, st "t:hc time ”i‘“"tﬂi
F7 e 2k ‘;,4' AT, e

. 2 - F A%
~, { -, s i .S - 'f..“ ?’:" ‘A = iy
ol it _HM B ‘.‘11576.'." ""?ﬁm}?&""‘ e

—
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'“;.d ou3 4o Ldog w unwr ‘emyy aouye Low 39 I 'm'ﬂ.‘iﬁ}'tqvﬂ
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Sge, o L. *SLIYCRRIEG OF HOIIIIES CHY ZZI0ON .-
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3
- DEPARTMENT OWM THE INTERIOR f
. : y e
COMMISSION TO THE BVE CIVILIZED TRIBES EES-"‘
CHEROKEE LND OFFICE.
APPLICATION FOR ALLOEMENT AND HOMESTEAD.
i sw;':'!edf; “ a.:k:d;::'g Oee,;‘_‘\ lretoie MM Toiek ﬁlufﬁg;ﬁmﬁbﬂ%ﬂl apart to e, aned fo fhase wehom T lewfully vepresent,
-.-_l'-:';r-l-l;-l ------ 1- ..... — * Aoy e _..;;I:;h:;,. ..... . \
{ s Pl —=: -.-_-_-:_“F";ﬁ"ﬂ& : SURDIVISTON OF et | li'" Prmm - ;:"I:‘.:_‘E‘ ‘;{:I'['I‘;'I" HOMESTEAD O ::‘“”:M- :“;:‘llﬁ;":‘
T e = s . : e bt R ot I
Fipws é%‘me C&m\ .Jﬁ"f«gﬁ Bwop v as2)| if 10~ 20— "5@‘ "t
; booibihe __ ) -
! | ,
|
5 !
. [
- | A
' B - f
il B | _ N
iiiiinais Voo Sk i & o W ea ik i W A i R (55 . | N TR, 1 I J— et

L O()—"J‘L‘K i . do soleminly swear that 1 ]1;
1L repre as above dt.sn.nbcd and am lully mformed as to l]lr.‘ logation ‘of the same, and the |

in allotmedt for myself and for those whom T represent, and that no part of said lands is Jawful

SEAL

¢ so selected by me for myself and for those whom
d faith selected such lands and will accept the same

_.. Indian Territory,

£ in person actually been upon the land
| iracter of the soil, and that [ have in goo
l'hcid by any other citizen of the Cherokee Nation,

}m&m fRaere }}W Mf

Subscribed and sworn to before me at
W ‘—/

§2 . —.day of % ...............

e
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DEPARTMENT O
COMMISSION TO THE

CHEROKEE I

APPLICATION FOR ALLOT

................................... ol herelyy n

Tancls .rr}'mii’}[ by me as follores:
" Do - y =]
Yl HAMT k] Eg RURDIVIRION OF Seo, T
Number 5 sE —

.f/;!,?' ? ;J e I v I ﬁ 22 @
g

Frepresentyapgabore deseribed, and am {tu informed as to the location of the same, and the ef

— allotment for mysell +h . and thit no part of said lands 18 !.-

W b eants

SEAL

bod®

PN e N £, m/’ﬂf’:‘f’g; ¥ D

N g o XL a4 B

GEATIFIGATE [BSUER. MAY 2 1804 i

'}‘ o
ST o

" THK INTERIOR C Ay
JIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES _/famfbtrs

AND OFFICE.
'MENT AND HOMESTEAD.

fake application o have sel apart Lo me, swd—toth ol ) "

i il -represnd,

Vatvarwon o
Crertibeih
IRge. A 1 — e Vartarion
e, Avres dik, Do The, Snnber HOMESTEAN Hee, Tewn "m Avren Wl — Cestifieats

} ” Eq e N a¥ S e X
~Jpeo -y inessivani, axn £y, dX TN st By /8 fo

Ll L

i
_, do solemnly swear tlmt

Voo B iy ALy AT 10

Y agF B0 -

—}/za/

Dola e, Mumber

I have in person actually been upon the lands so selected by me far mysell sndferthasewham

fracter of the soil, and that I have in good faith selected such Tands and will accept the same in

fully held by any Ethc' eitizen of the Cherokee Nation,

Z)j:m

Surseribec and sworn Lo before me at.

Zre s

——

%_A;g(rf—jd{??'

. Indian Territory,

o 2
| N WL L5 6 o, SO O

e
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e ———

DEPARTMENT O
COMMISSION TO THE 1
CHEROKEE L

APPLICATION FOR ALLO

s o Cfeeee/ Ol T, T

n ne.as follmps:

Esalipaship

N AME II;’IFNI:I:;I BEUBDIVISION OF e Towm
‘7 @(—ﬂ .&W‘ﬁfﬁﬂ‘fﬂfw)‘l"f? 25 s
Eor — o | 1 — S -1

f

, do mlunn]y swear that 1 hy

" THE INTERIOR

AVE CIVILIZED TRIBES
AND OFFICE,

IMENT AND HOMESTEAD.

‘ha S EBE fa&ﬁzﬁ,ﬂl—k‘-d_ [ ]
N ke tppcation to Adve et apeert (o wee, aad o these ofuan T felulty vepresent,

%

- — i
o VaLu mov‘ Curtificate!

HOMEERTEAD Sec  Town | Bga o Aeres | 180H;

VALTATION|  Cortifiente

e -‘w" Dola, €, | Number | S ok, Cha,| Nuniber
| i | | IS |
;_ _lj ' TR, =y T — I 1 :
5 re - 2o~ | 'l‘f’"xl‘ll,o = e oo —
1 1 |
| 1 |
i N R T I
. SRS 0 B & B
¥ N | - | .
i ! | | 5
T F 1
P =1 S —— & ig - T "1_"1_ 1
i | | 4| L4} Pt b b
% { s LYool 4. ] I
: ' :
leie - T
| ; 4+ ___,..+ s
: S " [ | : | A |
| : | 11 L
] 1 |
W A S . -
et Ll oo . SO N 5 I 5 U O GRS B
- - - _I_ i N | 1 | S - :
5 | | | == PEL
N - i TR [ T B3 2 5 ) e [ O

ve in person actually been upen the lands so selected by me for mysclf and for those whaom
haracter of the soil, and that [ have in good faith selected such lands and will accept the same

y held by any other citizen of the Cherokee Nation,

é}mfwb C&/f,UL MB}E efh m»ae (Betsey Hires mumj’

Cerriton
Subscribed and sworn to before me at 0 . Tndian Terricory,

chis / ds%

" NOTARY PUBLIC

4
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s DEPARTMENT 0!*“ TIHE INTERIOR
COMMISSION TO THE HJIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES .
CIHEROKEE JAND OFFICHE.
APPLICATION FOR ALLOTMENT AND HOMESTEAD.
1)/:13 AW TN, R il herely n

Lands .\'e.ﬁnw‘-} L by mee as follotes:

whe application to have set apart to me, wndtothose-rwlom I lawflly-roprosers,
|

Tolt

1 ’ : 5 ki s - ! VM‘J-MTIU}G _-_
: NAME E ;g BUBDIVISION OF Ser. TowfRare, Acres [Wim Tertificaty e 2 P Vruin o
. Nnmber 3% - YR o

| o Numher
BEE7. TS RPN | Dolel O,

‘.'z?é';/—&\/mﬁ_to ﬁ,&ﬂzu N,W/B.szﬂ.r of Lot 3 4 Byp 2 2 Eit o TE L 05NV W eoX g Ba/F 2o _} I.V

P Vo acres of ot 3 M BpF o~ ros BF 1 NP ol TE G o NieX # Bai/7 lo TN Be — sl
NWolgpol T of ViV o X" # Bp9 for— Ko !

37 ~1

. do solemnly swear tha

Trepres g i r informe ati e, and the , : :

k -Em:%bﬂw Sgmrlivad map s Suly Smfornngkl 2 tac:.helomtmm of t]:; 231:111 i aracter of the soil, and that 1 have in good faith seleeted such lands and will accept the same
til‘ e T !E!I SETTT. Al {d ANCLE 5 5 5 .

HEt m)'sclr'-.md—fo'r NETRIEAE RIS e B e et = wfully held by any other citizen of the Cherokee Nation.

I have in person actually been upon the lands so selected by me for myself apd-for-thesewhem

R L g, Rezd &
Subseribed and sworn to before me at_&wlﬁ’dd AR
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n DEPARTMENT I(;lq‘ ' THIE INTERIOR _
COMMTISSION TO THE FIVE CIVITIZED TRIBES “
CITEROKEE T, AND OFFICEL. §
APPLICATION FOR ALLOT MENT AND HOMESTEAD.

da hereby m ke application o have set apart to me, it

lands selec ..';y nee as follows:

== - S

: Varearios -
" Nﬁtﬂ NAME ﬁ EE BUBDIVIBION ¢F T it s T Dertiflonts
T N 5

Varoawion
e . Dol Qe Number - HONRSTEAD Sau, Torn Rige, Asres (i —— Carlificate

%%W@e_z/ /5"%?4/5"%{(( }’,‘?x.}!fg i J%/__ -y AR e— | -

B, S ———— . = I " |

Tve deseribed, and am fu.ll_v informed as to the location of the same, and the ch:

! lands is l
allotment for myself sudfocth why fep and that no part of said la d

save in person actually been upon the lands so selected by me for mysell andforthosewhemm,
eter of the soil, and that T have in good faith selected such lands and will accept the same in
iy held by any other citizen of the Cherokee Nation.

TS o B 3
Subse ralml a?d sworn to before me at... Indizn Territory,
n:s dav (-f cDorgoed __.../

A tiviaaar - 4' BTG g anrde

“f PUBLIg
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COMMISSION TO THE
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{ THE INTERIOR

IVE CIVILIZED TRIBES
AND OFFICE.

MENT AND HOMESTEAD.

CHEROKEE
APPLICATION FOR ALLO

eyt P g
y ke applivation to kave sof apeet to-memend o those whom T laswfully vepresent,

Hastl

A

¥umby E A M T "i':"#‘:;‘?l’ CEUCODDIVISION ‘O 3 e Tim VALUATION  gytldl g
umber Flrst Hasmed B dore f00ths e HOMESTEAD e T’ en ! aene spone T UETATION  Cerkitioats
i i . 1 I B . _n,':_ﬂu Hum e I Duls, Cts. Number | o
Frrag| foctinervs (Roven, R B ol P~ & Ry #ley ' j
v . . A S S [N S A S——
| i - | 1 FEeEr dewvy Jwy “ By /
; 7’ i) Frop mos | g S B @y eq0  sEd _’26_.0_131_
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SBEAL

i Cpereet. @—‘-‘L‘\ i vy do solemnly swear that 1 b
1 repres as above described, and am fully i

in allotme nt forsmyselénnd for those whom I represent, and that no part of said lands is lawful

i

nformed as to the location of the same, and the

¥ held by any other citizen of the Cherokee Nation.
Bubscribed and sworn to before me at-fahzcgm&
his G day ol P27 aee ks )\/_zoﬁu*

S Indian Territory,

NOTARY PUBLIC

ve in person actually been upon the lands so selected by me for-myselend for those whom
haracter of the soil, and that I have in good faith selected such Jands and will accept the same
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~=y UNITED STATES
Bad POSTAL SERVICE.
SOUTHEAST TULSA
9023 E 46TH ST

TULSA, OK 74145-9998
(800)275-8777

02/08/2021 01:41 PM
Product Qty Unit Price
Price
Priority Mail® 2-Day 1 " $13.50
Washington, DC
Weight: .40 oz
Ex ed Delivery Date — \\

Thu 02/11/2021 T
Tracking #:
9505 5150 2437 1039 5122 87
Insurance $0.90
Up to $50.00 included .

tal

Grand Totals

Credit Card Remitted $13.50
Card Name: AMEX
Account #: XXXXXXXXXXX3007
Approval #: 839753
Transaction #: 609
AID: A000000025010801 Chip
AL: AMERICAN EXPRESS :
PIN: Not Required

KKK KKK KK KKK R RIR K KKK KKK K RICR KR KKK KKK KK KKK
USPS is experiencing unprecedented volume
increases and limited employee
availability due to the impacts of
COVID-19. We appreciate your patience.

HEKKKKKEKKKKKKKKKKKKEKK KKK KKK KKK KK KK KK KKK

Text vour tracking number to 28777 (2USPS)
to get the latest status. Standard Message
and Data rates may apply. You may also
visit www.usps.com USPS Tracking or call
1-800-222-1811.

In a hurry? Self-service kiosks offer
quick and easy check-out. Any Retail
Associate can show you how.

Save this receipt as evidence of
insurarice. For information on filing an
insurance claim go to
https://waw.usps.com/help/claims.htm

Preview your Mail

Track your Packages

Sign up for FREE @
www . informeddel ivery.com

All sales final on stamps and postage.
Refunds for guaranteed services onlw.
Thank you for your business.




